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If ye bad tnown, what this meaneth; I will TP mercy. and not 
 /acrifice ; you would nat have condemned the Sui be Matt. xii. 7. 


batſocver ye old; that men ſhould do to you. 40 ye even ſo to 
2 ty for this i is the law and the princes Matt. vii. 12. 
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. 
Except a man be born of water, 
and of the ſpirit, he cannot enter 


| into the kingdom of God. 


T has been for a long time apprehended Lntrodue- 

by many, that theſe words contain the 
| 4 and Nane injunction of our bleſſed 
davior, that none ſhould be admitted to the 
Lord's Supper but thoſe, who have been bap- 
tzed. And as there is no command in the 
New Teſtament for the baptizing of any but 
the adult, as the infant-part of mankind are 
ndeed excluded by the very meaning and te- 
nor of the inſtitution from being the proper 
ubjects of baptiſm, thoſe churches, which 
adhere to this original inſtitution, have 
tiought themſelves, for theſe reaſons, ſuffi- 
cently authorized to debar from their com- 
munion, that is, from the celebration of the 
Lord's Supper amongſt them, all thoſe, who 
have not been previouſly baptized in adult 
fears, whatever. other proofs equally ſolid 
ad convincing they may have given of their 
faith in Chriſt, and how unexceptionable ſo- 
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Introduc- ever may be their life and converſation.” But | 
being myſelf fully perſuaded, that there is not 
A defence in the new teſtament the leaſt foundation for 
ol catholie ſuch excluſive meaſures, and that they cannot 
on, not. be juſtified upon any principles whatſoever, I | 
withftand- have thought it might not be amiſs to lay be. 
ing differ - . I EF Ro | pon 
ent opini- fore you the grounds and reaſon of my opini- 
2 aun, ON: And with this view I have choſen to diſ- 
propoſed, Courſe upon that paſlage of ſcripture, which is | 
| chiefly inſiſted upon by thoſe of the contrary 
fentiment, which is commonly , repreſented 

as being abſolutely. deciſive in the caſe, and 

which appears to be thought ſo clear and full 

to the purpoſe, as to render all other argu- 

ments in a manner unneceſſary. I am very 
ſenſible, that in the purſuit of this deſign, 

I muſt unavoidably oppoſe the judgment of | 

many of thoſe to whom I am now addreſ- MW the 

ſing myſelf. But they will eaſily conclude, bef 

that it is not for the ſake of that oppoſition }W « t 
merely that I have engaged in it. You, my W ve 
friends, of this differing perſuaſion, will na- prit 

turally recollect, that all mankind are ſub- W mu 

ject to miſtakes and errors, that what may be WM 1 a1 

our own in particular, cannot poſſibly be di- bl: 
covered, but by a free and impartial exami- that 
nation, and that truth ought to be equally W| fig 
acceptable to us, whether it be found to lie 

on the fide of our preſent opinion, or whe- 

ther it obliges us to reject it. You will, I 

hope, upon this occaſion, remember, — 

"= NAY 


„ 


id I leſs intereſt myſelf in your welfare and tre 
happineſs, and in the honor and © proſperity Gran 
of your ſociety, than I really do, I ſhould _ 


be ſo much the leſs concerned about any 
ſentiments, which you might entertain, and 
that whatever principles will juſtify you, in 
contending for what you now think to be 
the truth will, upon a fair and candid inter- 
pretation, equally juſtify me in declaring 
againſt it. On all theſe accounts I flatter my- 
ſelf, that without incurring the cenſure of 
arrogance or preſumption, I may enter upon 
an unreſerved and diſtinct conſideration of 
the ſubje&t propoſed ; and not only ſo, but 
that I may expect likewiſe your diligent and 
unprejudiced attention, whilſt I endeavor in 


the integrity of my - heart, and according to 


the beſt dictates of my underſtanding, to lay 
before you the truth, as it is in Jeſus.” And 
as to that other part of this audience, who 
are already thoroughly convinced, that the 
principle of a catholic and unconfined com- 
munion of all ſerious chriſtians, for which 
Il am now to plead, is indeed perfectly agree- 
able to the chriſtian plan, I perſuade myſelf, 
that the acknowledged goodneſs of my de- 
ſign, will not only recommend what I have 
to offer to your favorable reception, but even 
excite your warmeſt wiſhes for the ſucceſs of 
my endeavors. 


Order of 


diſcourſe, 


8 e 

My deſign then is, in the firſt place, to 
ſhew you, that theſe words of our Savior, 
« Except a man be born of water, and of 


ce the ſpirit, he cannot enter into the king. | 


cc dom of God; that theſe words, I ſay, 


have in reality no reference at all, either to 


Baptiſm or to the Lord's Supper, and there- 
fore cannot be ſuppoſed to contain any di- 
rections about the Proper qualifications of be- 
ing admitted to the latter. | 


Secondly, that, allowing them to have 


ſome ſuch reference in general, they cannot, 
with any propriety, be interpreted as a rule, 
by which the right of attending upon the 


Lord's Supper is confined to thoſe only who 


have been baptized in their adult years, or 


afford any ground or juſtifying reaſon for ſuch 
a limitation. 

Thirdly, to confider ſuch objections as 
have been or may be urged againſt what I 
ſhall advance ; and then conclude. 

In the firſt place I am to ſhew you, that 
theſe words of our Savior, © Except a man 
te be born of water, and of the ſpirit, he 
c cannot enter into the kingdom of God; 
that theſe words, I ſay, have in reality no re- 


ference at all either to baptiſm or to the 


Lord's Supper, and cannot therefore be ſup- 
poſed to contain any directions concerning 


the proper qualifications for being admitted to 


Now | 


the latter. 


an 
bolic; 
atio 
" Pla 
" Cle; 
(l ſno 


| a1 
0 il Now by looking into the chapter, in xplication 
which theſe words are recorded, we ſhall qo” 
ind, that they are intended to expreſs ex- —_ | 
ily the ſame ſentiment, which is contained demos. 


in thoſe preceding wor ds, 10 Except 2 man — — 


5 


to be born again, he cannot enter into the 
kingdom of God; as is plain from verſe 
i the ſeventh, where this firſt maxim is again 
* repeated in ſuch a manner, as neceſſarily to 

imply, that, notwithſtanding the variety of 
is expreſſion, the ſenſe or meaning of the third 
Ot, 


and of the fifth is to be looked upon as 
preciſely equivalent. As therefore there is 
nothing in the expreſſion of © being born a- 
Again, that can poſſibly of itſelf imply 
my reference to baptiſm, it ſhould ſeem, that 
ve cannot be under any neceſſity of ſup- 
poſing ſuch a reference in that other expreſ- 
flon of © being born of water,” unleſs it can 
tk ſhewn, that no other interpretation of 
this latter phraſe can with propriety be aſ- 
hat ſgned. But this is by no means the caſe. 
6 For we find, that in ſcripture © waſhing” is 
2” Wiequently uſed to denote the purification of 
the heart and life, without the leaſt reference 


0 b any external action, that might be ſym- 
ie bolcal of ſuch an inward and moral purifi- 
5 ation, e Purge me, ſays the Pſalmiſt, 


"Pal. li. 7, with hyſſop, and I ſhall be 
"Clean, waſh me and I ſhall be whiter than 
"now, There is, ſays Solomon, in his 
book 


mg th wt 
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The expli- c book of . Proverbs, Chap. xxx. 12, a ge- 

cation con- 9 8 . 

tinued. neration that are pure in their own eyes, 
7 and yet are not waſhed from their filthine,, 
« Waſh ye, ſays the Prophet Iſaiah, Chap. i. 


e yerſe 16, make you clean, put away the 


te evil of your doings from before mine eyes,” 
And, to add no more, the Prophet ere- 
miah thus addreſſes himſelf to the inhabitants 
of Jeruſalem, Chap. iv. 14. O Jeruſalem, 
c n thine heart from wickedneſs, that 
thou mayeſt be ſaved.” Now if waſhing 
may be thus applied and made expreſſive of 
the moral purity of the mind and temper, 


there can be no difficulty in ſuppoſing that 


water, with which waſhing is uſually per- 
formed, ſhould be applied in the ſame ſenſe. 


To this ſenſe it ſeems to have been purpoſely 


confined and limited in the text by the ad- 

5 dition of the word “ ſpirit.” For certainly 
Being born 555 

of water, ©* to be born of water, and of the ſpirit, 15 4 


and of the phraſe very naturally and fully expreſſive of a 


8 . 3 
ſpiritual or mental purification, in direct con- 


tradiſtinction from that which is merely ex- 


ternal and corporeal. But farther, 


Secondly, that the being born of Wa- 


ter” does indeed ſolely, and intirely refer to 
this moral purity, without including, | as any 
part of its meaning, this or that external 
emblem of it, ſeems to have been abſolutely 
determined by our Savior himſelf in the words 
immediately following the text, and et- 
3 preſsly 


What. 


rrefsly. deſigned to guard againſt any wrong Tie expli- 


cation con- 


interpretation of it. That, he cbſ:rves, unved 


te y, 6, 


« fleſh, and that which is born of the ſpirit is 


7, Which is born of the fleſh i 


* 
3 
= 


« ſpirit. Marvel not, that I faid unto you, 


ye muſt 


be born again.“ Nicodemus had 


before objected, How can a man be born, 
« when he is old? Can he enter a. ſecond 
time into his mother's womb and be born?” 
And it is in the words juſt now cited that our 
dwwior obviates the difficulty. What then is 
the meaning of them? or what can it be but 
this, that the birth he refered to was purely 


ſpiritual, a 


nd was not to be conſidered, as 


the objection abſurdly ſuppoſed, as having 
y connection with what was born of the 


len. But if there be any thing in chriſtia- 


nity, that can juſtly come under the deno- 
[mination of fleſhy or corporeal, it muſt cer- 


ainly be the ordinances of baptiſm. and the 
Lord's Supper, and theſe only, they being 


mmediately 


relative to the body, tho' in 


their ultimate uſe and intention fitted for the 
benefit and advantage of the mind. To in- 
erpret the words of the text therefore of ; 
ticſe two ordinances is to run directly, and 
$ far as we can, into that very error againſt 
which our Savior himſelf has expreſsly cau- 


I toned us in his own explication of them. 


vive. me leave to obſerve, 


= - Thirdly, 


. „„ 7 

The guy Thirdly, that, if theſe words refer to Bap- 
tinued. tiſm and the Lord's Supper, then as by ug. 
ker muſt be meant Baptiſm, ſo by the king. | 
dom of God muſt be denoted the Lord's Sup. 

per. But this would be a ſenſe given to that 

phraſe in this particular paſſage, which oc- 

curs not elſewhere in the new teſtament. 

kingdom. The kingdom of God does there ſometimes 
or God; mean the future ſtate of glory, ſometimes} 
the whole diſpenſation of the goſpel, at 

other times its great and ultimate end, that 
prevalence and dominion of religion and yir- 

tue in the ſoul of man, which it was deſign- 

ed to eſtabliſh, but no where, that I know! 

of, any particular doctrine or inſtitution of 

it. Nay St. Paul ſeems abſolutely to have 
decided againſt that interpretation of theſe 
words, which, in order to ſupport the prin- 

ciple it is intended to ſupport, muſt ſuppoſe 

that by the kingdom of God is meant the 
3 Lord's Supper; when he ſays, © the king- 
« dom of God is not meats and drinks (the 

ſtrict peculiarities of the Lord's Supper) 

* but righteouſneſs, peace and joy in the 

« Holy Ghoſt.” I kgow indeed that thoſe who 

urge the paſſage of ſcripture, which we are 
diſcourſing upon, as the foundation on which 

they eſtabliſh the maxim of an unmixed and 
limited communion, think it ſufficient for 

that purpoſe, that by the kingdom of God 


may be meant the viſible church. And ac- 
3 | cordingly 


F 
cordingly they fo interpret it, ſuppoſing it to be 


The expli - 
cation con- 


here aſſerted, that without baptiſm a man tinued. 


cannot be a member of the - viſible church, 
ind that from thence it will follow of courſe, 
that he cannot poſſibly have a right to par- 


take of the Lord's Supper. But here again 


* . 


t may be juſtly queſtioned, whether this 


rhraſe, the kingdom of God, is ever uſed 
n the new teſtament to denote the viſible 
church of Chriſt, or which amounts to the 


ame thing, the external profeſſion of chriſ- 
tanity. Our Savior ſeems rather to de- 
care againſt any ſuch uſe of it, when he 


ſays, that © the kingdom of God cometh 


not with obſervation, neither ſhall they 
„ fay, lo, here, or lo, there,” but that it is 
* within us.” Should this however be ad- 
mitted, yet it is apparent, that there are other 
external marks, by which men may with 


equal clearneſs and certainty profeſs them 
elves chriſtians, and conſequently. become 
members of the viſible church, beſides that 


of baptiſm. For let us ſuppoſe any one not 
only to be a thorough believer of chriſtianity, 
but likewiſe upon all occaſions to declare 
limſelf ſuch, let us ſuppoſe of the ſame per- 
on, that he ſhould by ſome particular ſitu- 
tion or treatment in life, and notwithſtand- 
ing this his ſincere belief and open profeſſion 
of chriſtianity be for a time deprived of every 

EE oppor- 


Lo SE 2 
- Theexpli- tunity of being baptized ; could it j uſtly be 
tied... ſaid of him, on that account, and during 
wy {ich a ſeaſon, that he was not a member of MW m 
the viſible church? Would not his public de. th 
claration of his faith in Chriſt, and his uni- ſel 
form profeſſion of chriſtianity neceſſarily W th 
conſtitute him ſuch, . notwithſtanding this 90 
circumſtance ? Is it not highly probable, that MW vic 
at the firſt publication of the goſpel many MW of 
might be real converts to the chriſtian faith, W of 
who might not, for ſome time after their W be: 
Members Converfion, have an opportunity of being WI of 
of the vi- baptized ? But might they not nevertheleſs, MW to 
3 with the ſtricteſt propriety be called mem- ſta 
bers of the viſible church? Might not their An 
faith be altogether as well known to others W fe 
by their conduct and profeſſion, before they MW do! 
had ſuch opportunity, as it could be after lie: 
they were actually baptized ? Nay, we are WW Co: 
told in the nineteenth chapter of the book of bar 
Acts, at the beginning, that, when Saint Paul WI of 
was at Epheſus, he met with ſome, whom the this 
Evangeliſt expreſsly calls diſciples, plainly viſi 


Who, 


ſpeaking of them as perſons known to be WM (cri 
chriſtians, that is, as members of the viſible MW any 
church, of whom nevertheleſs we are after- W can 
wards told, that they had not received chril- ¶ cefl 
tian baptiſm. And it muſt ſurely be obvious WM {ibl 
to every one, that whatever action, or ſeries Nei 
of actions amounts to a declaration of a man's true 


belief : 


5 
belief of the goſpel, that action or ſeries of n 


actions muſt by the neceſſary purport and rinved. 


meaning of it conſtitute him a member of 
the viſible church; ſince that very phraſe it- 
ſelf, if rationally interpreted, can mean no- 
thing more than an external profeſſion of the 
golpel. We cannot therefore ſuppoſe our Sa- 
vior ſhould have declared baptiſm to be the 
only poſſible method of becoming a member 


of the vifſible church; becauſe this would have 


been declaring againſt the ndture and reality 


of things: it would have been aſſerting that 


to be impoſſible, which might in many in- 
ſtances prove to be plain and undeniable fact. 
And are there not vaſt numbers, with re- 


ſpect to whom we ourſelves have rot the leaſt + 


doubt of their being chriftians, tho' we be- 
lieve them never to have been baptized ? 
Conſequently we muſt ſuppoſe, that without 
baptiſm they have given us ſufficient evidence 
of their being chriſtians. And by allowing 
this we allow them to be members of the 
viſible church. If therefore this paſſage of 
ſcripture, which we are now conſidering, has 
any reference at all to the Lord's Supper, it 
cannot be, becauſe baptiſm is abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary to a man's being a member of the vi- 
ſible church, fince this is not true in fact: 

Neither is it what we ourſelves believe to be 
true. But in order to ſupport and juſtify 
ſuch 


b [ 14 ] 
The expli ſuch an interpretation we muſt be obliged to 
tinved, ſuppoſe, that by © the kingdom of God”. is 
wx — here meant the Lord's Supper, contrary to 

what appears to be the meaning of that phraſe 
in every other paſſage of the new teſtament, 


where it occurs. But to proceed; 
. . . | | th 

It is apparent, in the fourth place, that the . 
diſcourſe, of which the words we are now 0 


conſidering make a part, was addreſſed by our 
Savior to Nicodemus at their firſt interview. 
Now to ſuppoſe, that in this his firſt diſcourſe | b 
with him he ſhould, begin with inſtructing MW * 
him in the nature and deſign of the external do 
ſervices of religion, would be to repreſent 


Our bieſſed him as acting a part, in this ſingle inſtance, 3 
Savior's {; PS | 1 
, Savior - Contrary to what appears to have been his 


inſiruction; method upon all other occaſions. When he 
entered upon his public miniſtry, the great 
maxim he inculcated was, Repent, for the | 76 
&« kingdom of Heaven is at hand.” And in : 


| his converſation with the woman of Samaria, | cip 

the only point inſiſted upon, is the great, 155 

fundamental principle of chriſtianity and of 8 
_=_ all religion, the ſpiritual worſhip of God, and | Ne 
| the being devoted to him by the integrity and 10 | 
goodneſs of our hearts, in expreſs contra- | . 

diſtinction from what is merely external and 0 7 

»-man: ritual. In like manner, when one had aſked hs 

vpon it. our Savior, © tempting him, which was the 35 

e great commandm̃ent of the law; and our Ty 


Savior had, in return aſked him, what is writ- 
hat «ten 


66 
« ten in the law? how readeſt thou;” to which 
he had replied, that to love the Lord our 


« God with all our heart, and our neighbor 


« 25 ourſelves, was more than all burnt- of- 
« ferings and ſacrifices ;” our Savior took no- 
tice, that © he anſwered diſcreetly,” adding 
this important obſervation. and no more ; 
« this do and thou ſhalt live.” And it is very 
obſervable to the ſame purpoſe, that, in the 


caſe of the young ruler, who was ſo particu- 


larly defirous of knowing, © what yet” might 


be lacking” to compleat and perfect the 


good and ſound ſtate of mind, our Saviour 
inſtructs him in the fundamental principles of 
morality, and points out to him a noble op- 
portunity of exerciſing the generoſity of his 
temper; but never gives him the leaſt intima- 
tion with reſpect to any external appoint- 
ments of his religion. In all theſe inſtances, 
I ſay, the great, eſſential, fundamental prin- 
cples of religion are inſiſted upon, without 
my reference at all to its poſitive duties of 
baptiſm or the Lord's Supper. That inter- 
pretation of our text therefore, which ſup- 
poſes a contrary method to have been purſued 
in the ſingle caſe of Nicodemus, muſt needs 
be thought highly improbable. And indeed 
ſo far was our Savior from making theſe poſi- 
tire inſtitutions of baptiſm and the Lord's 
dupper any part of his firſt inſtructions, that 


he even defered the inſtitution of the laſt of 


them 


The expli- ; | 


Cation con- 


WV 


5 *,6 ah 
The expi- them to. the time of his death. And this 
tinued. leads. me to obſerve yet farther. _ 
— Fifthly, That our Savior in this cenverſa- 
tion, = and blames Nicodemus for not 
underſtanding him. But ſhould we ſuppoſe, 

that in what he had been ſaying to him, he 


refered to baptiſm and the Lord's Supper; 


how is it poſſible, that he ſhould: have under. | 
ſtood him? Our Saviour had not. as yet in- 


Baptiſm 
1 ſtituted either of theſe ordinances; nor could 
per, Nicodemus by any means know, that he had 


any ſuch deſign. 
« vior to him, a maſter in Iſrael and 
« knoweft not theſe things? As a ma- 


ſter, or a teacher in Iſrael he might, he 


ought to have known, the abſolute neceſſity 
of being purified in ſpirit, or in the temper 
and diſpoſition of our minds, in order to our 
obtaining the divine favor and our participa- 
ting in all the glorious and immortal effects of 
it. But how could it have been expected by 


our Savior, that, as a maſter in Iſrael, he ö 


ſhould know, that baptiſm was a neceffary 
qualification for being admitted to the Lord's 


Supper; or even any thing about the Lord's 


Supper? And tho' John had indeed publicly 
baptized, and our Savior, in order to do pub- 


lic honour to his miſſion, had received his | 


baptiſm ; yet how is it poſſible, that Nico- 
demus ſhould know any thing of his deſign, 
to transfer that practice i into his own religion, 


when | 


* Art thou, fays our 8a- 


* A | ©: 3 YE xv! 1 The expli- 
when as yet he had made no declarations upon dur = 


that head, nor had | himſelf ever baptized tinued. 


. either in his own perſon, or by his apoſtles "= 
fo acting under his authority. For we are ex- Time of 
ke preſsly told in this very chapter, that it was no 
1. « after theſe things,” after this diſcourſe with 

© Nicodemus, that Jeſus came with his diſc. 

. « ciples into Judæa and baptized,” that is, 

1d appointed his diſciples to do it. How then 

ad was it poſſible, that Nicodemus ſhould have 

. underſtood our Savior, if he be ſuppoſed to 

1 have ſpoken in this diſcourſe of baptiſm 

2 and the Lord's Supper? How utterly in- 

5 probable at leaſt muſt it be, even admit- 

| ting this; that our Savior ſhould have 

7 blamed him for not doing it ? For do the 

2% phraſes, © being born again” and being 

4 « born of water”, ſo neceflarily and evidently 

ol « mean baptiſm, and © the kingdom of God”; 

by ſo neceſſarily, and evidently mean the Lord's 

be supper, that it muſt have been impoſſible 

8 for any man to have underſtood theſe phraſes 

pg otherwiſe, when made uſe of by the author 

15 of the chriſtian religion, even tho he had 

ly never before heard of either of thoſe ordi- 

"is nances, as making a part of that religion ? 

115 When J lay all theſe particulars together, I 

- cannot but conclude, that they amount to 

, the fulleſt demonſtration, that theſe words 

4 of our Savior, Except a man be born of 


water and of the ſpirit, he cannot enter in- 
C e to 


189 
The exp” <« to the kingdom of God”, have no reference 


cation con- ; 
tinued. at all, either to baptiſm or to the Lord's Sy 


per. Much leſs can I apprehend, that they 
| were intended as a rule, by which the ha- | 
ving complied with one of theſe ordinances, is 

made a neceſſary qualification for being ad- 
mitted to communicate in the obſervance of 
the other. But the meaning of the paſ- | 
ſage, I ſuppoſe to be no other than this 
important maxim, that unleſs a man be 
<« purified” in Hpirit, or in the temper: and 
diſpoſition of his ind, he cannot poſſibly be 
qualified for the divine favor, or the happineſs 
of heaven. And this alone would, I think, 
be ſufficient to determine the whole debate. 
For if theſe words ſhould appear to contain | 

no rule or injunction of the kind now men- 

. tioned, I believe the warmeſt advocates for 
ſuch a reſtriction, with reſpe& to the right 
of attending upon the Lord's Supper, will | 
find it extremely difficult to fix upon any 
other paſſage, in which they can ſo much as 

| ſuppoſe the leaſt appearance of any ſuch rule 
or injunction. $7 E 4 


| Plea forca- But, in order to do all poſſible juſtice to | 
{ tholic com- 


union, the argument we are upon, let it be for the 
wy preſent admitted, that this paſſage has in 
general a reference to baptiſm and the Ldtds 

Supper, yet I would obſerve, and it is what 

; I propoſed, | 5 
In the ſecond place, to prove, that ow 
& tha 


[ 19 ] 


that caſe, it cannot with any propriety be in- ble for e. 


tholic com-< 


terpreted as containing a rule, by which the munion. 
right of attending upon the Lord's Supper i 
limited only to thoſe, who have been baptized 

in their adult years; nor can afford any ground 

or juſtifying reaſon for ſuch a limitation of 

the uſe and benefits of that ordinance. Nay, 
ſuppoſing it ſhould be ſtill farther allowed, 

that the words contained a fixed, invariable 

rule, that none ſhould be admitted to the 

Lord's Supper, who had not been previouſly 
baptized ; yet, who is to judge, whether the 

perſon offering himſelf to our communion be 
baptized, or not? We ſay, that the immer- 

hon of the adult, upon a ſerious profeſſion of 

their faith in Chriſt, is the only baptiſm in- 

ſtituted by the goſpel. ' And we have, I think, 

reaſon abundantly ſufficient for - ſaying ſo. 

But have we any authority to impoſe this 
judgment upon others, or to oblige them 

to make it the rule of determination in 

their own caſe? Does not Saint Peter ſay, Baptimm, 
that baptiſm is “not the putting away of 

* the filth of the fleſh”, or the waſh- | 
ing of water merely”, but © the anſwer 
of a good conſcience towards God?” All 

thoſe therefore, who really and conſcien- 

touſly apprehend, that by any thing that has 

paſſed, during their infancy, the chriſtian ap- wat is, 
pointment of baptiſm has been truly and fully 


complied with, ſo far as relates to their own nv 


C2 perſonal 


Plea for ca perſonal concern with that inſtitution; all 


tholic com 
munion. 


: feof] 
ſuch perſons, I ſay, muſt, ſo long as they con- 


nue to be of that judgment, have a right to 


whatisnot, look upon themſelves as baptized, as much | 
tight to do this as we ourſelves can pretend 
to, even tho, what they call by the name of 


Who to 
Judge. 


. for ourſelves ; 


baptiſm, ow not amount to what we believe 


to have been inſtituted by Chriſt under the | 
ſame. This muſt neceſſarily be admitted, 
unleſs we would abſolutely deprive them of 


the right of judging in their own caſe, what 
is baptiſm and what is not; a right which 


muſt certainly belong as much to them, as to 
And if they conſider themſelves 


ourſelves. 
as baptized, and have an undoubted right ſo 


to do, muſt they not, even ſuppoſing baptiſm 
term of communion in 
to claim 
in their own. judg- | 
ment really and truly baptized ? And if they | 


to be à neceſſary 
the Lord's Supper, have a right 
that communion, being 


have a right to claim it, we cannot poſſibly 


have a right to reject this their claim, fince | 
this would be to ſuppoſe the ſame thing both | 


right and wrong, lawful and unlawful. ' As 


profeſſion of our faith in Chriſt, is the 
ted. Nevertheleſ it 


upon 


bap tiſm, which he appoin 


i aur known, that thoſe of the roman, c | 
tholic perſuaſion will not allow, that any of 


us are regularly and truly baptized. Suppoſe 
8 1 OW, 


we have not any doubt, but 
that the baptiſm, which we have received, 


5217 b 


now, that we could reconcile ourſelves to the for — 
aher P arts of their oommunion in the Lord's munion. 


r, ſhould we not think it extremely 


duppe 


hard to be excluded from it merely becauſe 


re were not, in their judgment, regularly 


and truly baptized? Should we not plead, 


that we really thought ourſelves to be ſo, and 
that therefore, if there was any ſuch thing as 
a right of private judgment in the caſe, they 
could not have any ſufficient reaſon for re- 
jeting us, even ſuppoſing: baptiſm to be a 
neceſſary term of communion in the Lord's 
Supper ; ſince, upon that ſuppoſition, they 
themſelves could have no other right of ad- 


miſſion to this communion, but what was 


founded upon this very conviction of their 
own minds, that they had been really and 
truly baptized. Nor can we. All ſerious 
Chriſtians therefore, who have the ſame con- 


viction, muſt have exactly the ſame right to 


claim an admiſſion to the Lord's Supper, as 
we ourſelves have, even ſuppoſing baptiſr to 


be a neceſſary term of communion, and how 
much ſoever their judgment concerning the 
nature of it may differ from our own, From 
all which it does, I think, undeniably ap- 
pear, that ſuppoſing the words of the text to 
make baptiſm a neceſſary term of commu- 
nion, they muſt nevertheleſs be ſo interpreted, 


® to make the fulleſt allowance for the right 
of private judgment in the caſe of baptiſm, as 


well 


es ith usted to les woos? ar 
Plea for -" well as with reſpect to other points diffe- 


* 
munion - 


L520] 


rently apprehended among chriſtians; or elſe 


we muſt deny, that any ſuch right does in 


Deſign of 
the Lord's 


Supper. 


fact ſubſiſt, and deliberately ſet up our own 
judgment as the rule of determination and 


guide of conſcience to others. But that theſe 


words of our Savior could not poſſibly be 


intended to exclude any from the Lord's Sup- 


per, merely on account of their not having 
been baptized in adult years, or to give us 


a right of excluding any one upon that ac- 


count, will, I apprehend; ſtill more evident- 
ly appear, from conſidering in the -- 5 


Second place, what is the true nature and 


deſign, the real end and uſe of the Lords 
Supper. Of this our Savior himſelf has given | 


us 2 very clear, tho' a compendious view, by 


faying at the firſt inſtitution of it, * This do | 


< in remembrance of me.” And is not 
every ſerious, well-diſpoſed chriſtian capable 
of complying with this commandment, even 


tho' he may not, thro' the miſtake of his 


judgment, have been baptized in- his adult 
years? May he not nevertheleſs remember 


the great redeemer of mankind with cordial | 


affection? May he not celebrate his conde- 
ſcending love with fervent praiſe and grati- 
tude? May not his doing this, by an atten- 


dance upon an ordinance of our bleſſed da- 
da own appointment, - be productive of 
the moſt beneficial and ſalutary effects upon 


his 


kind with thoſe,” which can alone be ratio- 


in rally expected by any one to ariſe from a ſe- — 
en nous and regular attendance upon this ordi- 
nd Wl cance ? To ſuppoſe therefore, that our Sa- 
eſe ior ſhould inſtitute this ordinance naturally 
de Wl cxpable of being uſeful to all his diſciples, 
p- and yet ſhould by another appointment ex- 
ing clude from attending upon it thoſe, who are 
us in no reſpect diſqualified for receiving all the 
10. lame benefits from it, that any others can 
nt- reaſonably or juſtly. look for, would be to 
ſuppoſe, what is abſolutely inconſiſtent with 

8 bis character, as a wiſe and prudent, but 
ds much more, as an infallible legiſlator. It is 
en an opinion ſometimes advanced, that bap- 
by eim was intended only for a temporary ordi- 
do WM nance. Againſt which opinion it is very juſt- 
not h pleaded, that as it is capable of anſwering 
ble all the ſame ends to the ſucceſſion of chtiſ- 
en tans as to the firſt believers of the goſpel, 5 
his would be to repreſent our Savior as acting an 
ot MW abitrary and irrational part, to 1 uppoſe that 
ber he ſhould purpoſely limit and confine its uſe- 
lial MW fulnefs. But the very ſame reaſoning will 
de- “bold equally good againſt our ſuppoſing him 
iti- to have made any rule, by which to limit 
en- and reſtrain the uſe and benefits of the Lord's 
ga- upper. Or if it be inconcluſive in the one 

| cle, ſo it muſt be in the other. In ſhort, 


if errors about baptiſm do not, more chan 
Errors 
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bis temper and life, effects of the very ſame Plas — 


munion. 5 


Baptiſm, 
not a tem- 
porary or- 
dinance. 


V 
phaforci-exrors about any other particular point of I oi 
munten. Chriſtianity, ineapacitate perſons for making a ¶ cou! 
u is and regular improvement of the Lord's ente 

. how will it be poſſible to aſſign any WM him 

ſufficient reaſon for excluding any one, upon Il can, 

account of theſe errors, more than on ac. Hof 

. count of any other errors ſubſiſting among n © 
F chriſtians, from an attendance upon that or- Wl is ca 
| dinance ? And ſhall we impute to our bleſſed alu 
Savior an appointment, of which we cannot WM may 

poſſible give any credible or rational account? ftian 

And then farther, if, as we have been ſaying, Wl this 

| Defign of the Lord's Supper be naturally fitted and Ml can 
| — i adapted for anſwering ſome-very uſeful and I tend! 
1 important purpoſes, with reſpect to the mo- Wl it C 
| ral improvement of the mind, the depriving clufi 


any chriſtians of the uſe of it, merely on I one « 
account of ſome difference of judgment and IM is i 
= | practice, as to another external rite, is ma- ion 
5 nifeſtly doing him a prejudice and an injury ; ¶ made 
| and cannot therefore be reconciled to the mild WM ſich 

| and generous ſpirit of the goſpel. Nor can WW «tri 

| ſuch an exclufion be with any tolerable pro- ind v 

iety or conſiſtency imputed to the mer- I rcalo! 
eiful redeemer of mankind, as his appoint- W levin 
ment. It muſt be in vain to alledge, that WW frve 
the refuſing him our communion can be do- TI 
ing him no injury, becauſe” there are other the I 
churches, which will receive him into theirs. heart 
It might as well be ſaid, that to baniſh him I cular 
his country for the like difference, would be I lip! 
£307 - | no 
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of vo injury done to him, becauſe there are other nenen: 
ga Ml countrys, in which he may be received and munen. 
&; WM entertained. It is plain, that by excluding 
ny WM bim from our communion we do all that we 
on aan, all that lies within the reach and extent 
ac. Wl of our power, to deprive him of the uſe of 
ng WY ordinance, which he, as well as our ſelves, 
or- Wl is capable of improving to the beſt and moſt 
ed r:luable purpoſes: And in ſome inſtances it 
not Wl may ſo happen, that, if one ſociety of chri- 
nt? ſtans deny a man the liberty of attending upon 
no, this ordinarice in communion with them, he 
ind WM can ſeldom or ever have an opportunity of at- 
and WM tending upon it at all. Will it be ſaid that, 
no- Wl if Chriſt has expreſsly appointed ſuch an ex- 
ins Wl cluſion, it cannot furely be thought, that any 
on one can be injured by our acting according to 
and bis injunctions? ] anſwer, that the very que- 
na- tion before us is; whether Chriſt has ever 
ry; nade ſuch an appointment or not? And if 
ald ch an appointment manifeſtly appears to be 
can W &trimental and injurious to any of his fincere 
ro- und worthy diſciples, then this is the ſtrongeſt 
zer- raſon that can poſſibly be affigned, for be- 
nt- WM lering that he has not. But I go on to ob- 
that I frve in the 1 
do- Third place, that, as the general deſign of One. 
her de Lord's Supper is to promote purity of 
irs. I beart and life, jo its outward form in parti- 
dim I cular plainly appears to have been eſpecially 
be 4ligned to remind chriſtians of that charity 
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Plea for ca- 
thelic com- 
munion. 


Particular. 


baptiſm is of that univerſal purity, which the 


tiſm. And in this view it is expreſly repre- 


cc of the blood of Chriſt ;” that is, is it not 


. cd to farther and promote it. What now can 


[ 26 ] 
and love, which they owe to one another, 
notwithſtanding any differences of opinion | 
that may ſubſiſt among them. The eating 
of the ſame bread and drinking of the ſame 
wine in a ſocial manner, is as directly ex- 
preſſive of this particular branch of moral 
obligation, as the waſhing of the body by 


chriſtian religion preſcribes. This therefore 
ought to be conſidered as the particular end 
aimed at by the peculiar mode or form of the 
Lord's Supper, as much as the other is ſup- 
poſed to have been particularly deſigned by 
the peculiar mode or form of chriſtian bap- 


ſented by Saint Paul. The cup, ſays he, 


« which we bleſs, is it not the communion 


our ſocial, friendly celebration of an ordinance} 
intended to be a memorial of his love and 
compaſſion in dying upon the croſs, in order 
to promote the happineſs and falvation off 
mankind ? And again he ſays, we being 
« many are one bread and one body ; for we 
e are all partakers of that one bread,” plain- 
ly and directly pointing out the Lord's Sup- 
per, as an intended ſymbol of chriſtian unity 
and love, and as an ordinance purpoſely adapt- 


more directly tend to fruſtrate and defeat this 
peculiar deſign of the ordinance, than the ap- 


| propria | 


[ 27 ] 


ther, | propriating and confining it to perſons of this aten 
: | : l tholic com- 
mon or that particular perſuaſion concerning ano- munion. 


ting WM ther inſtitution of chriſtianity, and the ex- r 


ame WI duding any of our chriſtian brethren from 
ex- the uſe and benefit of it, on account only of 
oral WM their entertaining an opinion, with reference 
y by WT to this other inſtitution, different from what 
the Wl we apprehend to be the right and true one? 
tore WM What is the natural tendency of ſuch an ex- 
end WF clufion, but to alienate our affections from 
f the WF the reſt of the chriſtian world? For let me 
ſup-} appeal to every man's own judgment and ſenſe 
| by WY of things, and aſk ; whether we are not more 
bap- likely to look upon thoſe, whom we think 
Pfle- ourſelves not at liberty to receive into this our 
he, WY chriſtian communion, with indifference of 
mon WF. mind and coolneſs of affection, than upon 
not thoſe, whom we conſider, as the only perſons, 


ae with whom we ought to communicate in the 
4 celebration of this ordinance ? If we ſay, that 
der 


we may have a truly catholic and candid ſpirit, 
notwithſtanding this limitation of our com- 


eine i munion ; _ ſame exactly may others fay, 
e from whoſe communion we ourſelves ſhould 
laln- 


be excluded, and as we ſhould think very un- 
juſtly. But is it a matter of no conſequence, 
that by ſuch a limitation of our communion 
we not only act in direct contradiction to this 
candid and catholic temper and in immediate 
oppoſition to its dictates, how careful ſo ever 
we may be to cheriſh it, upon all other occa- 
ſions, but likewiſe that we addict ourſelves to 
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Plea for ca» a practice, that has a natural and apparent | 


tholic com- 


tendency to weaken the very ſpirit itſelf, and | 


= principle of chriſtian charity in our hearts? | 


Are not the expediency and uſefulneſs, on 
the one hand, and the inconveniency and de- 
triment, on the other, of religious obſervances | 
intirely and abſolutely to be determined bythe |} 
tendency, which they have, to promote the 
chriſtian ſpirit or the contrary? And this is ex- | 
actly what my preſent argument 1s founded 
upon. Far be it for me to ſay, that theſe | 
excluſive meaſures do always in fact damp or | 


impair the generous affections of thoſe, who 


adhere to them, farther than what is necel- | 
farily implied in the very exclufion itſelf, as 
a practice manifeſtly repugnant to thoſe af- 
fections? But if this be its direct and imme- 
diate tendency, and if we cannot but pre- 
ſume, that it muſt in many inſtances have had 
very unhappy effects of this kind, we muſt 
ſurely conſider it as a practice highly incon- 
ſiſtent with the general ſpirit of the goſpel, | 
and with the deſign of the Lord's Supper in 
particular. And therefore we cannot ſuppoſe 
our Savior to have appointed any ſuch ex- } 
cluſion, without ſuppoſing him at the ſame 
time, to act in oppoſition to the deſign of bis 
own religion, and to the ſcope and meaning | 
of his own inſtitution. This, together with 
the other arguments, that have been already | 
inſiſted upon, muſt, I think, appear 1 
1 . antly 1 


F 
dantly ſufficient to ſhew, that our Savior can- Pla *or <3 
not reaſonably be thought, either in the text munion. 
or in any other part of his inſtructions given 3 
to mankind, to have made the difference of 
opinion about baptiſm and that different prac- 

tice, which is the conſequence of it, a ground 
of ſeparate communion, and that therefore 
we are under no obligations by virtue of his 
zuthority, to do it. 
Vet give me leave to make a fourth obſer- 
vation, tending to illuſtrate and confirm the 
ſame ſentiment; and that is, that neither our | 
Savior nor his apoſtles ever made ſuch ex- Example of 
cluſive terms of communion with reſpect to his apoſtles 
other points, which we muſt needs allow to 
be of far greater importance than baptiſm, 
Thus, for inſtance, both our Savior and his 
apoſtles taught the univerſal love of God to 
all mankind ; a ſentiment ſurely of infinitely 
greater moment, than any notions we can 
entertain about baptiſm, be they ever ſo juſt 
and defenfible, or any manner of adminiftring 
it, be it ever ſo exactly agreeable to the ori- 
ginal and primitive ftandard. But did they 
ever make the belief of this great and funda- 
mental article a neceſſary term of communion, in other 
or exclude thoſe from the participation of the . 
Lord's Supper, who ſhould deviate from it, or 
admit principles, that are directly contradic- 
tory to it? Again, were there not even in the 
apoſtles days, a very great difference among 
chriſtians 


— 


N 
8 | 1 
8 4 
4 * 
— 
= whey — og "a | 4 89 g — I — _ y -— 5 Ns 
4 r — —— — tn — 1 es y — 5 — 2 —— — 29 
N = I — on, - * - * ; ” = 2 mY ad . . - = N 8 13 
- F< x ꝗ—'?6e»nrch;ccgkk k p—[ä—bß 6 _ — — — — — = on bent — — = mattr : — e 
N —_— . el . <.* I. py - „ 2 — * 2 A — - 1 — . * — 
— weg & — _ - _ 
- — — 8 8 — —— 2... C4 ſw ER 2 2 ä 1 == 
8 rr r = $0 > Se 4 * — oO - * 145 5 — — ; 
* 2 — * a * . os. ah 1 N i — ey - * * LEE r x uf — a 2 a 
* & - — 0 F ——_— — 7 = _ 
p . E 
; " I - 
g =» G 
= 1 


* <p 


[30]. 


Plea for ca- chriſtians about the ritesand ceremonies of the 
tholic com- , | 


munion. jewiſh law; one party ſuppoſing them to be 


—— intirely aboliſhed, the other, that the obliga- pc 
tion to obſerve them ſtill continued in force, P 
and that they were to make a part of the MW " 
chriſtian ſcheme, tho in fact it was one great I 
deſign of chriſtianity, for ever to vacate and MI © 
annul that obligation ? Yet what one intima- 1 
tion is there given of the apoſtles having ap- be 

pointed a ſeparate communion, or a ſeparate MI . 

celebration of the Lord's Supper on that ac- MW 
| 5 count? Nay, is it not apparent, that even the MW © 
'Y apoſtles themſelves, who were the firſt com- | tie 
3 municants, did at the time of their firſt cele- | of 
= bration of this ordinance, entertain very preat | the 
4 errors, with reſpe& to the whole deſign of | Ss 


chriſtianity itſelf, looking upon Chriſt as one | 
appointed to be a temporal prince, and upon MI Pe 
his kingdom, as one that was to be founded | 


upon temporal power and civil policy; which el 
is a notion evidently ſtriking at the very life | " 
and being of the chriſtian religion? And had MW © 
our Savior thought, that ſuch an error was | oy 


ſufficient to difqualifie them for the commu- 
nion of the Lord's Supper, could he not have - 
defered this firſt celebration of the ordinance, MW ©* 


till it had been rectified, that is, till after his 5 

7 reſurrection? And by not doing this, has he WI W 
o appli- . 3 [| } pra 
cable to dif. not in the cleareſt manner pointed out to all = 
erent eon. his diſciples and followers, what ought to be ” 


eeraing their conduct with reſpect to ſuch different 
| _ ſentiments, | 


baptiſm, 


1 
ſentiments, as they may happen to entertain ner for ca- 
about the particular doctrines, or external ap- munion. 
pointments of the goſpel? Has he not thus 
plainly intimated, that theſe differences ought 
not to be the leaſt bar or impediment to our 
friendly and unlimited communion or parti- 
cipation in all the exerciſes of religion and 
ordinances of the goſpel? To all that has 
been ſaid, let me farther add in the | 
Fifth place, that by ſuppoſing our Savior, 
in theſe words, upon which we are now diſ- 
courſing, or in any other part of his inſtruc- 
tions, to have appointed a ſeparate celebration 
of the Lord's Supper, merely on account of 
the different ſentiments and practice, that 
might take place among chriſtians, with re- 
lation to baptiſm, we muſt neceſſarily ſup- 
poſe ourſelves obliged to exclude from our 
communion many of thoſe, whom we our- 
ſelyes believe to be men of ſerious diſpoſi- 
tions, and qualified for the favor of God and 
for the ſociety and happineſs of heaven. And 
can we upon further reflection believe, that 
our Savior would not only encourage but ex- 
preſsly injoin our ſhewing any ſhyneſs, any 
eſtrangedneſs of heart towards thoſe, whom 
God approves, who may in all reſpects, not. 
withſtanding their different ſentiment and of g 
practice with relation to baptiſm be as truly cbritians 
virtuous, and ſtand as high in the favor of communion 
God as thoſe, upon whom we fix no ſuch r 

5 unfriendly 
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Plea for ca. tn friendly or unbrotherly diſtinction? Or is 
munion. it to be ſuppoſed, that our bleſſed Redeemer 
r= would exclude from any one privilege here 
upon earth, thoſe to whom he himſelf will 
hereafter ſay, © Come, ye bleſſed of my fa- 

« ther, inherit the Heavenly kingdom pre- 

« pared for you from the foundation of 

« the world?” I know the generous and 
charitable ſpirit of many of thoſe, to whom 

I am now ſpeaking, and whoſe ſentiments -| 

upon this head have hitherto been ſo much 
different from my own, and that you would 

have no ſcruple about admitting ſerious and | 

well diſpoſed chriſtians into your commu- 

nion, tho' not agreeing with you in their 
ſentiment and practice, with relation to bap- 

tiſm, were it not for the apprehenſion you 
entertain, that our Savior himſelf has expreſs- 

ly forbid it. But let me entreat you once 

more to conſider ; whether he has really for- 

bid it or not. Can you imagine, that he 

ſhould make an appointment ſo repugnant to 

your own good nature? Was he leſs mild 

and gracious, leſs candid and condeſcending 

with reſpect to the miſtakes and errors of his 

ſincere diſciples, or leſs pleaſed with their in- 
tegrity and virtue than you? Can you be: 

lieve it of your kind and merciful redeemer, 

that he would injoin it upon you to exclude 

any from your communion, whom you your- | 

ſelves, when in your very beſt frame and 

| v. temper 


ER... 
__ 
—! K 


i 


der the influence of the generous and bene- 
volent affections ſo deeply implanted in hu- 
man nature, would be ' inclined; to admit? 
Would not this be throwing a very unworthy 
imputation upon his character, and ſuch as 
is utterly inconſiſtent with the opinion, that 


chriſtians, the dictates of a ſincere benevo- 
lence are the beſt commentary upon the new 
titament, and will illuſtrate its meaning, 
and point out the beauty and force of particu- 
hr paſſages, far beyond what can be effected 
by criticizing only upon words and phraſes, 
or by the aids of any party- ſyſtem. One of 
the principal gratifications of this benevolent 
:nd friendly ſpirit in the heavenly world will 
be that joy, which will ariſe from our“ ſit- 
ting down with Abraham, with Iſaac, and 


vith Jacob”, and with all the good and vir- 


tous of every perſuaſion aſſembled from 
tyery quarter of the world, and the joining 
with them in the participation of the various 
lleſſings and delights of thoſe immortal re- 


ond. And why ſhould we now keep our- 


ſlves ſtrangers to any joy, that we believe 
ill contribute to the perfection of our bliſs 


bereafter? Why ſhould we deprive ourſelves 


if any foretaſte of it, which our preſent ſitu- 
don will admit of? Or why entertain ſo 
E hard 


temper of mind, and when moſt of all un- pj, re. 
tholic com» 
munion.. - 


you yourſelves entertain of it? Believe me, 
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Ppleaà for ca- - 85 | 
tholic com- jmagine, that by any appointment or injunc. | 


' 1:34 ] 
hard a thought of our bleſſed Savior, as to 


tion of his he ſhould debar us from it? Muſt 
not our aſſemblies be then moſt pure and per- 


fect, when they are moſt like to the bright, 
illuſtrious aſſembly above? Or can that be 


the diſhonor of our ſociety, which will be 
the glory of the heavenly one ? 


come reflection muſt it be, what grief of 


heart would it occaſion, if grief could be in 
heaven, to. think, that we had excluded | 
from our church below thoſe, whom we 
ſhall then ſee admitted to a full communion | 
in all the privileges and joys of the church 
above? Are there not many in this aſſembly, 
whom, whenever they and you ſhall have 
quitted this world, you expect to meet in 
heaven? Why then will you be afraid or ſhy} 
of their company now? Do you expect, do 


you hope, to join with them in the eternal 


praiſes and hallelujahs of that bleſſed world; 
and will you deliberately exclude them from 
any acts of devotion here on earth? Let me 
intreat you to keep theſe thoughts for one 
moment in your minds, and then ſuppoſe, 
that you were about to celebrate the Lords 
Supper, and that theſe your friends, whom 


you believe alſo to be the friends of God, 


ſhould 


| When! 
once we are admitted to the peaceful and hap- 
Py abodes of immortality, what an unwel- | 


„„ 3 
hould deſire to partake with you in that ors Re 05 
dinance. Could you defire their abſence ? munion. 
Could you bear to fay. to them; no; tho. » 
we believe you to be ſincerely good and vir- 
tous men, ſuch as Chriſt our common Lord 
ind maſter will own and accept of hereafter, 
yet you are not qualified for our commu- 
nion, we cannot receive you ? What ever 
errors theſe your friends may have fallen into 
concerning baptiſm, they agree with you in 
their opinion of the Lord's Supper. They 
want not to mock you, or to make a jeſt of 
your ſolemnities ; or to proſtitute them to 
any ſervile, - mercenary purpoles ; © but” to 
communicate with you in what they, as well 
35 you, believe to be an ordinance of Chriſt, 
« Whereto therefore we have already attain- 
Led, let us walk (together) by the ſame 
"rule, let us mind the fame things.“ Al- 
ready you can join with them in offering up 
prayers and ſupplications, thankſgivings and 
praiſes to your common creator ; and why 
not with them commemorate the goodneſs 
and grace of your common redeemer ? I 
would hope, that what has .hitherto been 
ld, when duly and impartially attended to, 
might be ſufficient to remove all difficulty or 
ſeruple upon this head. But that I may be in 
thing wanting towards promoting a prac- 
ice, which I fo firmly believe, ſhould it 
e E 2 once 
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Plex for <3- once be introduced amongſt you, would bo 
manion. to the laſting honor of your ſociety, and, if 

== naturally and properly improved, contribute 

not a little to your advancement and pro- 

greſs in all the virtues of the chriſtian life, 

I purpoſe in my next diſcourſe to confider | 

ſuch objections, as have been or may be 

urged againſt that catholic communion, for | 


which I have now been pleading. 


END of the FIRST Discou Rs. 
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SECON 


Except a = be born of water, 
and of the ſpirit, he cannot enter 
into the kingdom of God. N 


F TER having laid * you, on che 
laſt Lord's day, the particular occa- 
fon of my diſcourſing upon theſe words; 
which was the frequent uſe, that has been 
made of them in vindication of a ſeparate 
and contracted communion in the celebration 
of the Lord's Supper, on account of thoſe 
different ſentiments, which ſubſiſt among 
chriſtians, with relation to baptiſm, I pro- 
poſed farther and more diſtinctly to enlarge 
upon them in the method, which follows. I 
propoſed, in the firſt place, to ſhew you, 
that they have in reality no reference at all 
either to baptiſm or to the Lord's Supper, 
and therefore, that they cannot be ſuppoſed 
to contain any rule or direction about the 
proper qualifications for NE” admitted to 
the latter ; 
Secondly, that, ſuppoſing Rn to have 


ſome ſuch reference in . they cannot 
with 


1740 J 


with any propriety be interpreted as a rule 


by which the right of attending upon the 


Lord's Supper is confined only to thoſe, who 
have been baptized in their adult years, nor 
afford any — or reaſon for ſuch a limi- 
tation; 


Thirdly, to N bs eig geen, as 


have been, or may be urged againſt what J 
ſhould advance, and then to conclude. The 


two former of theſe particulars have been al. | 


ready diſcuſſed. ARG I now progeny to con- 
fider, 


objeaions Thirdly, ſuch obj ati; as have been or 


n ba may be urged 9508 that catholic commu- 
nion, for which I have been fo lately pleads 

Ing. It is alleged then inthe 
Baptiſm, © Firſt place, that there are no 1n%ances 
m af in the goſpel-hiſtory of any perſon's being 


term of 


communi- admitted to the Lord's Supper, beſides thoſe; 


on by the 


example of who had been previouſly baptized upon pro- 
the primi- feſſion of their faith in Chriſt. But is not 


Ws this an argument, that might be urged with 


exactly equal force by all thoſe, who believe 
the doctrines they eſpouſe to be the doctrines 
of the goſpel, and the religious ſolemnities, 
to which they adhere, to be the inſtitutions 
of Chriſt, for limiting their communion like- 
wiſe to thoſe, who embrace ſuch doctrines 
and agree with them in the performance of 


fuch religious ſolemnities? And would it not 


thy" 


quently, that it was the only baptiſm made 


uſe by the primitive chriſtians ſpoken of in 


the new teſtament. | In like manner, thoſe, 
who believe the doctrine of election and re- 
probation to be à doctrine of the goſpel, do, 
1 ſuppoſe, of courſe believe, that it was 
the ſentiment of all the primitive chriſtians 
ſpoken of in the writings of the new teſta- 
ment; and that conſequently none are there 

ken of as receiving the Lord's Supper, 


who did not embrace it. Should this 
now be alleged by any ſociety of profeſ- 


ſing chriſtians as a reaſon for refuſing to ad- 
mit any of us to the Lord's table, ſhould we 
think their conduct ſufficiently juſtified by 


ſuch a reaſon ? Should we not naturally urge 


in reply, that, notwithſtanding the agreement 
of the primitive chriſtians in this and other 
particulars, it might reaſonably be ſuppoſed, 


that in proceſs of time, the profeſſors of 
chriſtianity would, thro the unavoidable falli- 


bility of the human judgment, fall into diffe- 


tent interpretations of ſcripture; but that it 
would be in the directeſt manner contradict- 
ing the moderate, mild and friendly ſpirit of 
the goſpel to imagine, that it had obliged 


them, on this account, to do their utmoſt 
| F | to- 
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[42] 
Objeons towards depriving one another of the uſe of 
an inſtitution deſigned for the benefit of chriſ. 
_  tians-in'igeneral? I know not, that there are 
any churches which make the belief of this 
doctrine a neceſſary term of communion, [ 
have only introduced the ſuppoſition for the | 
ſake of illuſtrating the argument we are up. 
on; and to ſhew, that, if there were. any 
ſuch ſociety, the objection mentioned would 
be altogether as concluſive againſt the en- 
largement of their communion, as it can be 
- againſt the enlargement of yours. It is al- 
leged indeed in the . 855 
Second place, that, tho the difference of 
judgment, as to ſpeculative points, ſubſiſting 
among chriſtians, can be no juſt bar to their 
friendly and catholic communion, yet one 
external rite may juſtly be made a neceſſary 
qualification for being admitted to the per- 
formance of another, and that therefore 
- baptiſm may juſtly be made a neceſſary heir 
qualification for participating in the celebra- hs 
Not a mere tion of the Lord's Supper. To this I an. WF .. 
remory ; ſwer, that the argument is intirely founded "fn 
- upon a falſe notion both. of baptiſm and the * * 
Lord's Supper. Neither of which are to be * P 
conſidered as mere rites and ceremonies ; but with 
both of them as means wiſely calculated and W.. 
prudently adapted for the bettering and the 5 
improvement of our tempers. Now to refuſe nga 


any perſon the uſe and benefit of one FRY at at 


One 


muſt ſurely appear, upon a little conſideration, - 
to be a conduct highly inconſiſtent and ſelf- 
repugnant.” Beſides, I would aſk, whether, | 
tho! we believe thoſe good and ſerious chriſ. 
tans, whom we exclude from our commu- 


110 non, to be miſtaken in their judgment and 
dn gactice with relation to the ordinance of 
x W baptiſm, we do not nevertheleſs think it their 


| duty to attend upon the Lord's Supper? Do 
ve imagine, that all thoſe numerous aſſem- 
bles of profefling chriſtians, who differ from 
us upon the ſubject of baptiſin, had better, 
whilſt they thus continue to differ, refrain 
fom attending upon' that ordinance? We. 
Wo not, I think, advance -any thing of this 
ay lort, but ſuppoſe, that it is their duty to par- 
der- Make of the Lord's Supper, notwithſtanding 


* ths their apprehended error. But, if it be 
55 ther duty to attend upon that ordinance, can 


t be our duty to diſcourage that attendance, | 
od ad to do what we can, as indeed we do, by | 
axcluding them from our communion, to 
inder them from performing this their du- 
ly! Farther too; if it be their duty, not- 
thſtanding their miſtaken ſentiment and 
roneous practice with relation to baptiſm, 
attend upon the Lord's Supper, we muſt. 
poſe them to be properly qualified for 
t attendance ; for it can never be their. du- 


F 2 ty. 


* ern, A * 


of religion for no bir 1 but becauſe Objeations 5 | 
he has not enjoyed the benefit of another, Cv 


Sn 5 [443 _ 
Ovjeaions ty, to attend upon it, tho unqualified,” Sure. 

y then, if they are properly qualified for 

communicating in any other chriſtian fo. 

ciety, they muſt be altogether as well quali- 

fied for communicating in ours. So that it 

muſt be utterly in vain to allege, in defence 

of limiting our communion, on account of | 

the differences ſubſiſting among chriſtians, | 

with reference to baptiſm, that we ſuppoſe 

the perſons, whom we by this means ex- 

clude, may lawfully and juſtly communi. 

cate with other chriſtian ſocieties, becauſe | 

from this very ſuppoſition, it does directiy 

and immediately follow, that they may as 

juſtly and as lawfully be admitted into the 

communion, of our own, Near akin to this 

laſt mentioned objection, is another topic of 

argument, which we ſometimes find to be 

. inſiſted upon; and that is, in the 

Not juſtly Third place, that baptiſm is a matter of 

mae? Practice, and that therefore the differences 

communi- with relation to it ought not to be put upon 

was oy the ſame footing with differences in point Of 

adered 25 2 ſpeculation, But let it be conſidered, that i 
point of , p 5 

ſpeculation is as truly a matter of ſpeculation, as it i 4 

oro! Pac: matter of practice. And the different prac 

' tice about it muſt depend intirely upon 3 dif: 

ferent interpretation given to particular pal 

ſages of ſcripture, or the different judgmenl 

formed concerning the ſenſe and meaning 0 

them. And if conſidered as a EO 

ina; 


[45.1 


udgment any difference with relation ts the® 


mode or fabje& of baptiſm: would not be a 


ſufficient reaſon. for excluding others from 
our communion, would it not be very un- 
juſt and cruel to exclude them for this addi» 
tional reaſon only, that they act according to 
their judgment? But then, on the other hand, 
a — different practice about baptiſm termi- 
nates in a difference of judgment, as its ſource 
and origin, ſo thoſe differences, which are in 
this argument, and by way of diſtinction cal- 
led points of ſpeculation, muſt be conſidered 


as conſequentially influeneing the practice. 
For have not the different ſentiments, which 


we form concerning the particular doctrines 
of chriſtianity an immediate, direct and ap- 

parent influence upon our religious „ 
ties, upon our ſtated exerciſes and acts of de- 


votion, and upon the tenor and ſtrain of all 


thoſe public 2 — with which they are 


attended ? So that there ſeems in * 2 to be 
no foundation for thus diſtinguiſhing baptiſm 
from the other differences ſubſiſting among 


chriſtians, by calling it a matter of practice. 
But granting, that it might with ſome pecu- 


liar propriety be conſidered in that light, it is 


plain, that men may differ about it with as 
much. innocence and integrity, as about thoſe 
points, that are ſaid to be more peculiarly 


| proviative Let us _— it to be in ſome: 


pecu- 


anſwered. 
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ons peculiar ſenſe a matter of- practice; ſtill may 


not its importance be inquired into and 


conſidered? And will any one take upon 
him to affirm, that it is in itſelf a matter of 
greater importance than many of thoſe dif. 
ferent ſpeculations ſubſiſting among chriſ- 
tians ; ſuch, for inſtance, as relate to the 
character and perfections of the ſupreme 
Deity, which we yet allow, ought not to 
occaſion any breach of communion ?'T would 
only farther add, under this particular, that, 
if baptiſm can, in any peculiar ſenſe be cal- ; 
led a matter of practice, certainly the dif- 
ferences, that ſubſiſted among the chriſtians of 
the apoſtles days about the jewiſh ceremo- 
nies, meats offered to idols and the like, muſt 
with equal propriety and peculiarity come 


under the ſame denomination. And yet is 


there, in the new teſtament, the leaſt inti- 
mation given us of any ſeparate communions, 
that were ſet up, on account of theſe dif- 
ferences, by the authority, or under the 
ſanction of the apoſtles ? Nay, does not St. 
Paul, when treating of theſe very differences, 
exhort to ſuch love and unity, ſuch harmony 
and concord notwithſtanding, as plainly im- 
plies, that he never once entertained the leaſt 
thought of encouraging any ſeparation on 
account of them ? But it is MN farther 


in the | 
2 Fourth 


1 „ 1 

Fourth place, that the admitting thoſe to C%e8ions 7 

4 our communion, who have not been bap- eee , i] 

\ tized in their adult years, would be the bee 1 
b means of encouraging them to treat, with in- on no en- Wn 
| difference and contempt, what we believe to nete 1 
1 be the only chriſtian baptiſm. To this I the con- F4 
f would anſwer, that we cannot expect any to 18 10 
1 comply with what we believe to be the only 13 
51 chriſtian baptiſm, till they are convinced by the = 
0 arguments which we make uſe of to prove it i? 
1 ſo. Of the ſtrength and clearneſs of theſe . 
F arguments, in themſelves, we are well and 9 
£ thoroughly ſatisfied. And can we imagine, " 
f MW ſhall we fo far diſhonor and reproach our- il 

WM fflves, as to imagine, that the admitting 1 
I thoſe, who are not as yet convinced by them, * 
5 into our ſociety and chriſtian friendſhip, vt 
would darken their underſtandings, or any —_— 
by way incapacitate them for. perceiving the "l 
| torce of ſuch arguments, or be the means of 1 
a making any others not belonging to our ſo- 4 
2 ciety leſs willing to attend to, or to examine 4 
1 them? And, when once men are convinced, 1 
by that adult baptiſm, and that only is the baptiſm 
- inſtituted by Chriſt, is there not exactly the 1 
85 lame ſecurity for their regarding that ordinance 
; in their practice, as there is for their regard- by 
: ing in like manner the inſtitution of the 
: Lord's Supper ? Was it ever alleged as a rea- 


on againſt attending upon the Lord's Supper, 
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oda or do wie believe that it ever was a reaſon 
wich any one for neglecting that. ordinance, 
tthat it is not made a neceſſary term of being 
admitted to the uſe of ſome other ordinatice? 
Why then muſt any be ſaid to encourage 
in-others an indifference with relation to the 
Primitive inſtitution and practice of baptiſm, 
or, as it is ſometimes expreſſed, to give it 
up, merely becauſe they do not make a com | 
pliance with it, in a manner agreeable to 
what they themſelves believe to have been 
the original meaning and deſign of it, a ne- 
ceſſary term of communion ? Can they be 
ſaid to give up an ordinance, who aſſert, and 
contend for its divine inſtitution ? Or might 
it not with equal propriety be ſaid of every 
other article not made a term of communi- 
on, that it is therefore given up? And un- 
doubtedly, if for the fake of preventing 
mens indifference: to what we look upon s | 
-being the only chriſtian or ſcripture-baptiſm, 
and in order to keep up in their minds a juſt } 
ſenſe of its importance, we are at liberty to 
exclude from our communion all thoſe, who 
have not complied with it, according to what 
we ourſelves ſuppoſe to have been the pur- 
port and defign of its original inſtitution, 
others may urge the ſame reaſon, and with 
exactly the ſame propriety and force of argu- 


ment, for confining their communion likewik 
1 to 
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9 any particular ſentiments or forms of reit. ara. 
gion, a ſenſe of the Importance of which »iwered. 2 
they alſo are defirous of ſupporting and pre- 8 


ſerving among chriſtians. And thus would 
1 foundation be laid, for an intire abolition of 


the truly chriſtian communion, and for con- 


ſdering the Lord's Supper, not as an em- 
blem of our relation to Ron but only of 
our affection to this or that particular party. 

And this leads me to 27 ay | TIO : 
Fifthly, another argument, that has ſome- Making 
times been made uſe of, in order to juſtify the of commu- 
confining of our communion to. thoſe, who mon; 

have been baptized in their adult years, and 
that is, that it is a prudential method of keep- 


ing up the intereſt of our own denomination. 


This is an argument inſiſted upon, as a ſuf- 
ficient reaſon for limiting our communion to 
thoſe of our own perſuaſion in the article of 
baptiſm, even by thoſe, who. acknowledge, 
that there is no rule or precept injoining ſuch 
a limitation in the new-teſtament. , Let me 


friouſly and in the name of God expoſtulate 


with ſuch. And let me aſk them, whether, 
if there be indeed no law or commandment 


of Chriſt limiting the uſe and benefit of the 


Lord's Supper to thoſe, who adhere to what 
we believe to be the original inſtitution of 


baptiſm, by what law or what authority can Prefump- 
ve aſſume the right of preſcribing ſuch a li- 


G mitation? 
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Objections Mitation ? Has Chriſt ſubmitted his own or- 
idinances and inſtitutions to our alteration and 
amendment? May we manage, ſuſpend and 
| controul them at pleaſure ? If we may, un- 
and doubtedly others will be equally juſtified 
in doing the like. If the Lord's Supper, ac- } 
cording to its original inſtitution, was de- 
ſigned for the common benefit of all ſerious | 
and well-diſpoſed chriſtians, and the right of 
aug admiſſion to it not confined to thoſe, who 
practice: ſhould adhere to the ſcriptural appointment of 
| baptiſm, it plainly follows, that if we con- 

fine it to thoſe alone, and do what lies in our 
power to exclude others from a participation 
of it, we act in direct and expreſs contrariety | 
to this its original inſtitution. And, if what 
we apprehend to be a maxim of prudence, 
will juſtify us in introducing ſuch an altera- | 
tion as this, with reference to the perſons 
proper to be admitted to the Lord's ſupper, 
may not any others make what alterations they 
think fit, as to the mode or ſubjects of bap- 
tiſm, and be equally juſtified by alledging 
only in their defence, that they acted upon 
Prudential” What they ſuppoſed to be a maxim of piu-} 
jultigeatien JENCE and convenience? Or what could ue 
«fi. poſſibly urge againſt their introducing any ſuch} 
alterations in the article of baptiſm, which 
would not equally condemn our own alte- 
rations with reference to the Lord's Sept | 
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If according to the original inſtitution of the 


Lord's Suppper, every ſerious and well-dif- 
poſed chriſtian has a right to communion in 
that ordinance, notwithſtanding his ſentiment 


and practice differing :from our own, as to 
the point of baptiſm ; and yet we exclude per- 
ſons of that character from our communion, 


folely on account of that difference; is not 


this deliberately and avowedly ſetting up a. 


communion different from that of Chriſt, and 
this not only another and a different commu- 
nion, but a directly contrary one? The in- 
treſt of chriſtianity muſt undoubtedly re- 
quire, that all its ordinances ſhould be admi- 
niſtered according to their original inſtitution. 
[f therefore the intereſt of our ſociety requires 
that this original inſtitution ſhould be depart- 
ed from, what does this imply, but that we 
have ſet up an intereſt in oppoſition to that 
of the goſpel? And if we have a right thus 


ObjcQions 1 


anſwered, 


* 


prudentially to make our own particular prac- 


ices and ſentiments in religion a term of com- 
munion, others muſt ſurely have an equal 
ght to make whatever particular ſentiments 
ind practices in religion they ſhall think pro- 
per, to be terms of communion likewiſe. 
Nay, every particular perſon will have a right 
lo inſiſt upon it, that no one is properly qua- 
lficd to partake in the ordinance of the Lord's: 
upper, who does not embrace all his parti- 
| . cCular 
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Objefions cular and favourite opinions and fall j in with d 
anfeered. ſuch practices, as he thinks to be alone agree. Ml 2 
able to the chriſtian doctrine. And thus MI 4 

would the very idea of a chriſtian communion W a 

be intirely and abſolutely loſt. Thus would M fi 
chriſtianity inſtead of being a foundation for f 

ce and harmony, encourage its profeſſor i b 

to be perpetually excommunicating, reproach. MW a: 

ing and calumniating one another. I ſay ex- DL 
communicating ; becauſe the debarring any W 0 

from our communion, merely on account of WW tt 

_ differing opinions concerning any of the par- h 
ticular doctrines or inftitutions of the goſpel, W 0! 

is as truly an excommunication of them, as W w» 

if we had expelled them from our commu- M 

nion, on the ſame account, after they had MW tr 

for ſome time belonged to it. I fay calum- I 


niating and reproaching ; ; for certainly, how 
innocent ſoever may be our intentions, it is ſe 
in reality fixing no ſmall reproach upon MW ni 
our fellow-chriſtians to repreſent them, by th 
ſuch an excluſion, as unworthy of chriſtian WW a 
communion, and unqualified for it. And as 
it muſt be utterly in vain to allege in an- de 
ſwer, that, tho we do not admit them to gi 
our communion, we yet conſider and look th 
upon them, as our chriſtian brethren. For ti: 
this, inſtead of apologizing for, or vindicat- T. 
ing ſuch an excluſion, does only the moe th 


* evince its impropristy! z and _ 3 in 
ee 


deed carry in it fuch an argument againſt it, etz. 


as muſt be abſolutely and for ever unanſwer⸗ 


are r 


able. For if they eally brethren, why 
are they not treated as ſuch ? Why do we re- 


fuſe them the uſe of an ordinance intended 


for» the common benefit of every chriſtian 


br other ? Why do we call them brethren, 
and yet perſiſt in treating them like ſtrangers ? 


Do we not by refuſing to admit them into the 
communion of brethren, more expreſsly deny 
them to be ſuch, than we can by words on- 
ly make it appear either to themſelves or 
others, that we look upon them to be ſo? Or 
what account is to be made of ſuch verbal 
compliments, when they are ſo directly con- 
tradicted by the uniform tenor of our actions? 
Theſe then are the natural, the genuine, the 
unavoidable conſequences of aſſuming to our- 
ſelves the power of making terms of commu- 
nion without the authority of Chriſt, and for 


the ſake merely of promoting the intereſt of 
a party. Nay, if fuch prudential maxims, 


as we are now ſpeaking of, will juſtify our 
departing in one fingle inſtance from the ori- 
ginal laws and commandments of Chriſt, 
they will juſtify us or any others, as chriſ- 
tians, in every other deviation from them. 
Thus, for inſtance, the church of Rome 
thought it a very prudent method for advanc- 
ing her intereſt, and ſo undoubtedly it was, 
2 | 1 
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 ObjeAiors not only to make new terms of communion, 


but to debar men from the right of private 


anſwered. 


judgment, to lock 55 the ſcriptures from the 
inſpection and uſe of private perſons, and to 

rſecute thoſe, who did not receive for true, 
lich opinions, as ſhe thought proper to de- 
clare ſound and orthodox. But are the ro- 


man catholics therefore 2 in ſo doing? 
It is very obſervable, tt 


| that even they them- 
ſelves do not look upon theſe prudential ma- 
xims alone, as being a ſufficient vindication 
of their conduct; but think it neceſſary to 
produce, what. they call, a ſcripture-warrant 
for their proceedings, and. to defend them- 
ſelves by ſuch paſſages of the new teſtament, 
as they would have to paſs for the authority 
of Chriſt, Theſe do, in our judgment, by 
no means amount to a praof of the prin- 
ciples, which they are intended to eſtabliſh : 
and therefore we reje& the conduct of the 
church of Rome in this reſpect, as arbitrary, 
tyrannical and antichriſtian, And muſt not 


our own conduct likewiſe in making adult 


baptiſm a neceſſary term of communion be 
liable to the very ſame objection, unleſs we 
can produce ſome law or commandment of 
Chriſt, that has appointed it to be ſo? If ſuch 
a law or precept is any where to be found, 
let it be produced. If not, with what con- 
fiſtency can we pretend to be the . 

11 | | [OF 
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Chriſt, and not merely the keeping up a par- 


for chriſtian liberty, and to declare againſt outen 
the impoſing of new terms of communion, Cy 
in the chriſtian church, when we are our. 
ſelves CPR violating that liberty, and 
are, in the conſtitution of our own churches, 
directly guilty of that very impoſition itſelf ? 
You will obſerve, no doubt, that in conſider- 
ing this laſt objection, I have all along taken 
it for granted, that the confining our com- 
munion to thoſe who have been baptized in 
their adult years, is really the moſt prudent 
method of promoting the cauſe or intereſt, 
which is denominated from that practice. I 
am very far from thinking that it is ſo, if by 
this be meant promoting the uſe and obſer- 
vance of adult baptiſm as an inſtitution of 


ty- name. But I have purpoſely avoided every 
conſideration of that kind, from a perſua- 
fion, that in adminiſtring the ordinances of 
Chriſt, we are to govern ourſelyes according 
to the laws of Chriſt, and not according to 
the prudential maxims of any particular in- 
tereſt whatſoever. This is what we ſhould 
inſiſt upon, and eagerly contend for, with 
reſpe& to baptiſm ; and the plea muſt, with- 
out all diſpute, be equally ſolid, with refe- 
rence to the Lord's Supper. 33 
And indeed the keeping up of party-names, names. and 
and of ſeparate, divided intereſts in the chriſtian , 
8 church 
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2 church is ſo far from being neceſſary, that the 
practice was early condemned, and that in the 
| Ty ſtrongeſt manner, by St. Paul, as a very dan- 
ö St. Paul, gerous innovation. Every one of you, (as 
ie he pathetically deſctibes the caſe in writing 
« to the Corinthians) ſays, I ani of Paul, 
ce and I of Apollos, and I of Cephas, and I | 
ce of Chriſt. Is Chriſt divided? Was paul 
< crucified for you? Or were you baptized 
< into the name of Paul?” He did not want 
to leſſen their eſteem either of himſelf, or of 
Peter, or of Apollos, whom he looked upon 
to be, as well as himſelf, the true apoſtles of | 
Chriſt. But he did not think it a proper 
method of expreſſing that eſteem, to divide 
themſelves into parties, that ſhould derive 
their names, ſome from one of theſe apoſtles, 
and ſome from another of them. Nay he 
does not, we ſee, make any exception in fa- 
vor even of thoſe, who, in the ſpirit of fac- 
tion, called themſelves Chriſtians. This was 
St. Paul's opinion concerning party- names 
and party intereſts. A fondneſs. for which is 
yet by many profeſſing chriſtians ſo, warmly | 

cheriſhed, as if the whole of religion and of 
chriſtianity conſiſted only ii a zealous and 
violent attachment to them. | 


Ncapitn- Thus then have I endeavoured to ſhew 


lation. 


3 you by a variety of arguments drawn E 
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the ſtyle and phraſeology of ſcripture, from Necapits- 
the original connection of the text, from our — — | 


Gyior's OWN interpretation of it, from the 
character of the perſon to whom theſe 
words were addreſſed, from the genius and 
ſpirit of the goſpel, from'the nature and de- 
ſen of the Lord's Supper in particular, and 
from the many unhappy conſequences which 
would neceſſarily enſue upon ſuppoſing the 
contrary, the truth of that propoſition, 


which it was the main buſineſs and deſign of 


this and our preceding diſcourſe to illuſtrate 


and confirm. And I would hope, that. 


enough has been ſaid to prove, that neither 
by. this declaration of out Savior's, nor by 
any other principle or maxim contained in 
the new teſtament, are. we authorized, or in 
the leaſt degree encouraged to make adult 
baptiſm a neceſſary term of communion, even 
tho' it be indeed, as we apprehend, the only 
baptiſrn inſtituted by Chriſt. 


To me it appears, that a friendly and ge- Concluſion, 
herous, a candid and catholic communion —Y 


tween all ſerious and fincere chriſtians is not 
ly moſt honorable to our holy religion, 


but that it would likewiſe be moſt conducive _ 


towards promoting. both the knowledge of 
ts principles and its great, ultimate end, the 


n of our ſouls, and the eſtabliſh- 
H ment 
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conclußon. ment of all good and virtuous affections in the 
hearts of men, I ſhould not therefore have 
part of a real friend to our com- 
mon cauſe and intereſt, as chriſtians, had! 
I neglected to lay before you clearly and ful. | 
ly ſuch conſiderations upon this head, as are} 
to my own mind abundantly ſatisfactory and 
thoroughly convincing. But ſo far am [| 
from being unwilling to hearken to any thing, 
that may be objected againſt the ſentiments I] 
have been defending, that on the contrary, If 
moſt earneſtly intreat you to conſider, what 
objections can be made; and that, to this 
end, you would deliberately examine the 
weight and force of the arguments that have 
been produced. But you will, I hope, at 
the ſame time conſider, that the truth muſt 
lie on one fide, or on the other, and that, ity 
you cannot make any exceptions that ſhall be 
ſufficient to invalidate what has been offered, 
you will then be bound by all the ſacred ties 
of conſcience and religion, and by your pro- 
feſſed regard for the pure and uncorrupted 
goſpel of Chriſt no longer to adhere to a] 
practice, which you cannot upon conſiſtent 
and rational principles defend. And ſurely} 
much need not be ſaid to induce you to in- 
quire very ſeriouſly and chearfully, whether, 
notwithſtanding your former practice, and} 
clear perſuaſion of the propriety of it, you 
l way] 
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WM may not after all be at full liberty to em- 
he WI brace and to receive into your communion 
ve ¶ every fincere and pious chriſtian, however 
n. differing from yourſelves in bis judgment 


Coneluſion. 
— 


ad concerning the particular doctrines or inſtitu- 


H- tons of religion, as a brother in the Lord. 


re Should any convictions of this ſort be the 
nd effect of what has been delivered upon oo | 


1 WH abject, you will, I doubt not, find 


g, MY hearts enlarged, and your kind and 3 | 


s I WM zfections dilated after a different manner 


1 fom what you could before have experienced, 
at ME uhilſt you thought yourſelves bound, by the 
his authority of Chriſt himſelf, to look with 


he ome degrees of jealouſy and eſtrangement 


even upon thoſe, of whom nevertheleſs you 
have firmly believed, that they might be al- 
together as good and worthy chriſtians as 


then be pleaſed to find, that your church 
here on earth will admit of a nearer reſem- 
blance to the church above, than you wers 


pleaſure and ſatisfaction in denominating 
yourſelves, rather from that relation, which 
you bear to the great author and finiſher of 
vur faith, the common friend and benefactor 
of chriſtians, than from your peculiar at- 
achment to any particular ordinance of the 
* For which however you may ſtill 

H 2 retain 


y of your own communion. You will 


before aware of. You will feel a growing 


Mictufion. retain every degree of affection, which the 


goppel itſelf does either juſtify, or require, m 
Like children of the fame family, who by co 
ſome unhappy event have been long ſepa. M co 
rated from each other, and are at length intro. ho 
duced into a mutual acquaintance and eſta. leſ 
bliſhed in a laſting friendſhip, will you ang W mc 
they, whom you ſhall declare yourſelves wil. wl 
ling to receive into your communion, con- * 


tulate each other, on account of your re. | 
lation to the ſame Lord and maſter thus com- 
pleatly owned, thus publicly and recipro. | 
cally acknowledged, And for all theſe rea. 
ſons, inſtead of reflecting with any diſguſt or 
reſentment upon 'my preſent attempt, you | 
will rather be apt to blame my negligence in 
not having made it ſooner. But why ſhould | 
J ſuggeſt, that I have been all this while ad- 
vancing only a ſingular and private opinion ? 
I know there are among you thoſe, who con- 
cur with me in the principles I have been 
contending for. And, I hope, I fhall have 
your concurrence alſo, in endeavouring to | 
promote a practice agreeable to theſe princi- 
ples: If we believe a catholic and friendly | 
communion to be the communion appointed 
by Chriſt, we cannot ſurely look*upon it, as 
a matter of indifference, whether it prevails } 
in our ſociety or not. For us therefore to W i 
be indifferent about it is to indulge a temper WI * c 
+ directly 
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arecthy contrary to our own ſenſe and judg- 3 
ment of things; and which, whenever we —.— 


cooly reflect, we ourſelves muſt neceſſarily 
condemn. But of you, my brethren, I will 
hope better things; and that you will not be 
leſs ſollicitous in © holding faſt” and pro- 


moting to the utmoſt of your power that, 


which is good, than you have been in 
* proving all things,” in order to diſcover it. 


And: 


e O THOU ſupreme, eternal Sp1RI1T, 
creator of all minds and fountain of all good, 
God of love and peace, whoſe gracious 
e inflaences are not leſs neceſſary to the eſta- 
* bliſhment, progreſs and perfection of the 
te divine life in'our ſouls, than the all-ſuſtain- 


ing energy of thy univerſal providence to 


the preſervation and continuance of our 
e being; illuminate our minds, we moſt 
* humbly entreat thee, with the knowledge 
of thine heavenly truth. Scatter thoſe 
* miſts of ſuperſtition, folly and prejudice, 
which may hitherto have prevented our 
clear and lively conviction of it. Suffer 
* us not by any means to be led aſide from 


* the fimplicity of the goſpel. May our faith 


in its pure and uncorrupted doctrines 


cleanſe and purify our hearts. Enable us 
more 
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more effectually to follow after the things 


which make for peace, and things wherewith 


* one may ediſy another. And grant, that 


by cheriſhing the habit of ſincere and fer- 

vent benevolence, we may be daily grow- 

ing more exemplary in life and conver- 

verſation, and be inceſſantly advancing in 

our meetneſs for the bleſſed and immortal 

abodes of perfect harmony and love.” 
\ 
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